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Amendments to the Claims: 

This listing of claims replaces all prior versions and listings of claims in the application: 
Listing of Claims : 

1 . (Currently Amended) A method comprising the steps of: 

s e l e cting on e or more e valuators to rat e a docum e nt; 
passing the document to th e one or more ovaluators; 

receivin g, at a server, rating information associated with contents of the a document from 
the one or more evaluators; 

identifyin g, at the server, at l e ast one atrust score for each of the one or more evaluators. 
each trust score being a measure of an extent to which a respective evaluator's rating information 
is considered in determining an aggregate rating, each trust score based on factors associated 
with the respective evaluato r . wh e r e in tho at l e ant nno hunt r.mm iw n r .«ir>r,int n rl with n c pnAifjr r, n o 
of the one or more evaluators ; 

identifying a sensitivity score, the sensitivity score indicating a level of conservatism in 
determining the aggregate rating; 

determining [[an]] the aggregate rating for the document based on the rating information, 
the trust scores, and the sensitivity score and th e at l e ast ono trust scorn ; 

receiving a request from a recipient a signal rel e vant to a criteria ; and 

identifying a suitability standard associated with the recipient: and 

determining whether to deliver the document in response to the request signal based on 
fee crit e ria and the suitability standard and the aggregate rating. 

2. - 4. (Cancelled) 

5. (Currently Amended) The method of claim [[3]] 1, wherein determining whether to deliver the 
document further comprises comprising : 
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s e l e cting tho el e ctronic docum e nt bas e d on the aggr e gate rating and th e suitability 
standard determining whether to deliver the document based on whether the r e cipi e nt suitability 
standard associated with tho recipient satisfi e d satisfies the aggregate rating a docum e nt 
suitability standard . 

6.-7. (Cancelled) 

8. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1 , wherein th e at l e ast one each trust score is 
based on the a geographical location of the respective evaluator sp e cific on e of tho on e or more 

9. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1, wherein the at least one each trust score is 
based on one or more prior content ratings received from the respective evaluator sp e cific on e of 

10. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1, wherein th e at l e ast ono each trust score is 
based on an industry associated with the respective evaluator sp e cific on e of tho ono or moro 

11. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1, wherein th e at least ono each trust score is 
based on a rating deviation of as the respective evaluator, wherein the rating deviation is based 
on a comparison of (i) rating information for one or more documents received from the evaluator 
and (ii) rating information for the one or more documents received from one or more other 
evaluators. 

12. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1, wherein at l e ast ono each trust score is based 
on a rating deviation of an the respective evaluator, wherein the rating deviation is based on a 
comparison of (i) rating information for one or more documents received from the evaluator and 
(ii) aggregate ratings for the one or more documents. 



Applicant : Agarwal, et al. Attorney's Docket No. : 1 6 1 1 3-064 1 00 1 / GP-254-00-US 

Serial No. : 10/812,417 
Filed : March 30, 2004 
Page : 4 of 12 

13. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1, wherein the at least one trust score ef-is based 
on rating information previously received from the respective evaluator sp e cific on e of tho one or 
mor e ovaluators for one or more documents. 

14. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 1, further comprising: 

determining one or more revised trust scores for one or more of the one or more 
evaluators; and 

determining a revised aggregate rating based on the one or more revised trust scores. 

15. (Cancelled) 

16. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the document is an advertisement. 

17. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1, wherein the document comprises at least one 
of a web page, content that can be used in a web page, or and a program. 

18. (Cancelled) 

1 9. (Currently Amended) The method of claim [[18]] 1, wherein the one or more evaluators are 
selected using a random selection algorithm. 

20. (Cancelled) 

21. (Previously Presented) The method of claim 1, further comprising: receiving new rating 
information for the document; and processing the new rating information to determine a revised 
rating associated with the document. 



22. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the aggregate rating comprises one or more 
subject ratings, each associated with an evaluation criterion. 



Applicant 
Serial No. 
Filed 
Page 



Agarwal, et al. 
10/812,417 
March 30, 2004 
5 of 12 



Attorney's Docket No.: 16113-0641001 / GP-254-00-US 



23. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 22, wherein the evaluation criterion comprises at 
least one of sexual content, violent content, adult content, and or targeted age. 

24. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the aggregate rating comprises a quantity. 

25. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the aggregate rating comprises a mean of the 
rating information. 

26. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the aggregate rating comprises a mode of the 
rating information. 

27. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the aggregate rating comprises a median of the 
rating information. 

28-29. (Cancelled) 

30. (Currently Amended) A system comprising: 

s e l e cting moans for solecting ono or more ovaluators to rate a docum e nt; 

passing moans for passing the docum e nt to the on e or mor e e valuators; 

fating receiving means for receiving rating information associated with a content of fee a 
document from the one or more evaluators; 

id e ntifying means for identifying at least ono atrust score for each of the one or more 
evaluators, each trust score beine a measure of an extent to which a respective evaluator's rating 
informati on is considered in determining an aggregate rating, each trust score based on factors 
associated with the respective evaluato r . wh e r e in tho at l e ant nnn tmr.t r.mm ir ^mri^^ w jth a 
sp e cific on e of tho one or mor e e valuators ; 

means for ide ntifying a sensitivity score, the sensitivity score indicating a level of 
conservatism in determining the aggregate rating; 

d e t e rmining means for determining [[an]] the aggregate rating for the document based on 
the rating informatio n, the trust scores, and the sensitivity score and the at least ono trust score; 
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signal receiving means for receiving a request from a recipient a signal r e l e vant to a 

means for iden tifying a suitability standard associated with the recipient: and 
d e t e rmination means for determining whether to deliver the document in response to the 
request signal based on th e criteria and the suitability standard and the aggregate rating. 

31-35. (Cancelled) 

36. (New) A computer-implemented method, comprising: 

receiving, at a server, rating information associated with contents of a document from one 
or more evaluators; 

identifying, at the server, a trust score for each of the one or more evaluators, each trust 
score being a measure of an extent to which a respective evaluator's rating information is 
considered in determining an aggregate rating, each trust score based on factors associated with 
the respective evaluator; 

identifying a sensitivity score, the sensitivity score indicating a level of conservatism in 
determining the aggregate rating; 

determining the aggregate rating for the document based on the rating information, the 
trust scores, and the sensitivity score; 

receiving a request from a recipient, the request including a preferred aggregate rating for 
documents associated with the recipient; and 

determining whether to deliver the document in response to the request based on whether 
the preferred aggregate rating satisfies the aggregate rating. 

37. (New) A computer-implemented method, comprising: 

associating evaluation information with documents at a server, the evaluation information 
comprising trust information and rating information; 
receiving a request at the server; 

ranking the documents at the server, based on the evaluation information in response to 
the request; 
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providing the ranked documents; and 

updating the trust information based on the ranking. 



